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Dear Sylvia, 


3/13/75 


ik0 T ntl V a,s * % eot up to catch the Bostolnlcer on OKA. We talked 
thereafter so I -now ho was going to send you copies of hi* reply hriof f wh ich r ~ ‘ , 
aa magnlilcent; and of the Briggs affidavit of which I wrote youearUer. ‘ ~ ‘ ’ 1 

you fSly! 1 d ° “ 0t ^ ±f h ” ai3 ° Wr ° te you 1 “ c ' ;rtaib that he could not have written 

. **» * beginning, not an end. I-Sy perhaps optimistic view is that it can aark -i 

tuning point. I'm not saying absolutely. I' a merely so^eatin* a noa-iMH W Jtllnnt 
giving odds. Who can predict courts? a ‘ * without 

But because of the potential I believe that fullness of information at ir» f , 

Bay b.3 significant. 101 ® J 8 OOE ' ;i -^ d 


laZTtZ *** ?« ******* «**. I cannot 


go 


out ana get the drek and select fo^ Ira wliat I think i m t V ! »«•*,+ 4. * .1 

cotrr, tim* pressor;* preclude his doing it, * 

So, ii y,u will regard his brief as an indication rather than an a limitation rod 

T^' t^T ’J ™ aU1 aasault u P° n the CIA with its i£ os te inking 
f , r you wlli see tliS i^te-n iu.nl i portance and that you can find time for in- 

forming Uc-. however you can and about whatever you can. 

lowing the essence of the fraudulent representations perhaps you win r »cnT> enough 
proofs of such frauds iron the book to be able to refer one of us to than. If you can 
do this by page 1*11 get the book and my wife wil . copy those pages for “l*. 

**2 ^Petition of the proofs will be helpful, die limited Mr-self to one citation 
- u^a (..) -r.-c ii.verviCirs to keep the brief short. In time we'll wont to itemise ---11 
o - ese so -.here can be no claim of careless error and to build a powerful case, 

"■ s’ o ■’ ■ (lid not catch the GHA show this rorniu,-" and w-rnt ° tp* T . ■ ... .. 

for the maac lienee So may have boon effective If 

re.-. ponce to ell's rather modest questioning. The question I wanted asks* m«st of all 
how could he not look into the possibility of a Gib. connection, receded a'chiSiS 

chance beI±eve tilat the KGB had a better 


— — — VliV, ,vw OJ 4A£Rvi 

Oswalu than the CIA , which ha said lacked the shot at him! 

The one reaction I*ye had is from, a col .oge professor. Sot typical but ho 
que^ .ions and answers die not make Ep. look good, “a looked uneasy to me. 


the 


Thanks for anything you may bo able to do. 


Sincerely, 
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